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Women Protest Marriage Bar in Federal Servics 


Speakers for the Deputation to United States Budget Director Lewis H. Douglas, April 8, 1933, appealing 
to the Administration to abandon the policy of dismissing married women. Front row, left to right: Edwina 
Hammond, Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom; Mrs. Pinckney Estes Glantzberg, Na- 
tional Association of Women Lawyers; Elizabeth White, International Quota Clubs; Florence Bayard Hilles, 
Chairman National Woman's Party; Ida I. Kloze, Business and Professional Women's Council, National 
Woman's Party; Elizabeth R. Menafee, National Democratic Committeewoman from Maryland. Back row: 
Elsie Hill of Connecticut, National Woman's Party; Sara B. Cummings, Married Teachers’ Association, 
Philadelphia; Mary B. Wright, American Association of Nurses. 
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OBJECT OF THE WOMAN'S PARTY 


The object of this organization shall be 

to secure for women complete equality 

with men under the law and in all human | 
relationships. 


THE LOCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 

“Men and women shall have Equal Rights 

throughout the United States and every 
place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


“Congress shall have power to enforce 
this article by appropriate legislation.” 


{Senate Joint Resolution Number 1 
{House Joint Resolution Number 1 
Introduced in the Senate March 10, 1933, 
by SENATOR JOHN G. TOWNSEND, Delaware. 
Introduced in the House March 9, 1933, 
by REPRESENTATIVE Louis LopLow, Indiana. 


good reason. 
experience, that legislation of this type costs them good money and often 


Burnita S. Matthews, Miss. | 


Elizabeth Selden Rogers, N. 


never achieve this as long as labor legis) 10 
Margaret Whittemore, Calif. . 


Mrs. Valentine Winters, Ohio nos 


‘ 
Equal Rights 
4 . 5 * 


A Fallacious Solution 
RESIDENT ROOSEVELT’S appeal to the Governors of thirteen States 
P in behalf of minimum wage legislation for women and children has met 
with rigid resistance on the part of the women concerned, and for very 
Wage -earning women have come to realize, through bitter 


deprives them of their incomes altogether. As a solution of the present 
economic problem President Roosevelt's recommendation is worse than 
fallacious. 

In the first place, the United States Supreme Court has declared that a 
minimum-wage law which applies to women and not to men is an infringement 
of women’s right to contract and is therefore unconstitutional. 

A minimum-wage law which classes women with children is grossly unfair 
to both. Child labor can never be properly regulated under such a statute. 
The linking of women with children in labor legislation stamps them as 
inferior workers and keeps them in a low-wages class. That women are not 
inferior workers, but a very useful, skillful, essential part of our economic 
system, we all know. 


It has been proved again and again that minimum-wage laws applying to 


N women and children and not to men have not operated to the advantage of 
women. In California, where the minimum wage for women is $16 a week, 
he women have found it difficult to find employment, because men and boys are 


willing to work for less. In an attempt to remedy this, a new classification 
was made, allowing women to work as apprentices at $9 a week. The result 


is that apprentices are employed and skilled workers are discharged. In 


stenographic work, boys over 18, wha are not affected by the minimum- Wage 


ruling, are skilled women they can and will work 
for less. 


The wage b ‘today 1 is a very serious one, ‘met only for 3 but 


5 for men. Men are working for unbelievably. low wages. Union standards 
ee have broken down and émployers are using unorganized labor. According to 
re newspaper reports, men worked in New York 88 canneries last — for 
as low as 10 cents an hour. 


Therefore, any consideration of wage Iegistation is inade- 


. quate which does not deal with men as well as women. If such legislation is 
to be the solution of the low-wage problem, it must apply equally to men and 


women. Minimum. wage legislation for men is not unprecedented. It is in 


_ effeet for public employees, both men and women, in cities and States. Mini- 


mum- wage rulings applying to certain trades are in effect in England, Norway 


5 and other countries, and deal with men and woman alike. ! 


The protection that women need is ‘equal. pay for equal work, but they will 
on them in a group 


2 


Feud ta 


5 HERE are five points in the Federal program of the National Woman’s 


Party at the moment, each one of which demands and deserves special 
study and attention. First, of course, there is the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment, which every member of the Woman’s Party should know how to defend 
in detail. Second, there is the Equality Reservation to United States entrance 


to the World Court; third, the Equal Nationality Bill, known as H. R. 3673; 
fourth, the ever-present problem of the married women, with Section 213 of 


the Economy Act hanging over their heads like the sword of Damocles; and 
fifth, there is the matter of industrial equality which may overnight develop 
inversely into a nation-wide epidemic. 

The California Branch of the National Woman’s Haske: under Genevieve 
Allen’s leadership, has very intelligently made each of these questions the 
special topic for a luncheon meeting during the winter months. 

Each point in the Woman’s Party program roots deeply into the social 
economic life of the world and no one of them is simple. Can you explain, 


for example, the exact relationship between the World Court, the League of 


Nations and the International Labor organization? Do you know why the 
State Department is opposing H. R. 3673 when it professes to stand for equal 
nationality rights for men and women? Do you understand why the Equal 
Rights Amendment is needed while the Fourteenth Amendment already guar- 
antees Equal Rights under the laws to all persons in the United States? 

Unless you can answer these and many other more difficult questions 
quickly and briefly, you ought to follow California’s example. 
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April 22, 1933 


the House of Representatives held 

a hearing on Monday morning, April 
10, on the Equal Rights nationality bill 
(H. R. 3673). This hearing was supple- 
mentary to the hearing held before the 
full committee on March 28 when six 
national organizations of women — the 
National Woman’s Party, the General 
Federation of Women’s Clubs, the Na- 
tional Association of Women Lawyers, 
the National Business and Professional 
Women’s Clubs, the National Council of 
Jewish Women, and the Zonta Inter- 
national—were heard in support of the 


measure. The organizations represented 


at the sub-committee hearing were the 
National Woman’s Party, the National 
Woman’s Medical Association, the Busi- 
ness Women’s Legislative Council of 
California, and the Baltimore Federation 
of Democratic Women. The great interest 
in the measure was evidenced by the large 
number of men and women who filled the 
long Immigration Committee room. 

Edith Houghton Hooker, editor of 
Equat Ricuts and member of the Na- 
tional Council of the Woman's Party: 
presented the speakers. “We have come 
before you again, gentlemen,” said Mrs. 
Hooker, “to let you know unmistakably 
that women citizens of the United States 
wish you to report favorably from this 
sub-committee the bill which would give 
to them the same right to transmit their 
citizenship to their children born abroad 
that male United States citizens enjoy.“ 

Ruth Taunton of Los Angeles, repre- 
senting the Business Women’s Legislative 
Council of California, said: “Should the 
daughter of a pioneer American white 
family marry an Englishman and go 
abroad, her baby born abroad could be 
admitted into this country only as an 
alien, since an American woman married 
to an alien may not transmit her citizen- 
ship to her children born abroad. But 
take the case of a male Chinese baby born 
in this country and taken to China when a 
few weeks old, who returns when he is 
an adult bringing back with him his chil- 
dren born in China. Although not one of 
the children may be able to speak the Eng- 
lish language all will have United States 
citizenship, since the male citizen of this 


country transmits his citizenship to his 


children born abroad. The women whom 
I represent urge that you remedy this 
intolerable situation by securing the pas- 
sage of the Equal Rights nationality bill 
which was introduced in the Senate by 
Senator Copeland and in the House by 
Mr. Dickstein.” 

Dr. Taylor Jones of Washington, speak- 
ing for the National Woman’s Medical 
Association, said: “The bill which you 
are considering, gentlemen, would com- 


T HE Immigration Sub-Committee of 


plete the equalization of nationality laws 
as between men and women in the United 
States. My organization most earnestly 
hopes for its passage.” 

Henrietta Briscoe of Baltimore repre- 
senting the Baltimore Club of Democratic 
Women, told the sub-committee that the 
Democratic women of her State were de- 
pending upon the five Democrats on the 
sub-committee to do everything in their 
power to obtain favorable action on the 
bill. 


‘ Burnita Shelton Matthews, chairman of 


the Legal Research Committee of the Na- 
tional Woman's Party, was the final 
speaker at the hearing and discussed, 
point by point, the objections to the State 


Department’s proposed substitute nation- 
ality bill. 


(This substitute proposed by 
the State Department was published in 
the Equat Ricurts issue of April 8th.) 


No one appeared against the measure 


but a brief against it was filed by the 


American Federation of Labor, as follows: 


ou April 3, 1933. 

“To the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, House of Representa- 
tives. 


“Mr, Chairman: The American Federa- 


tion of Labor is emphatically opposed to 
H. R. 3673. It is a most dangerous bill. 
It provides that any child heretofore or 
“hereafter born out of the limits and juris- 


dietion of the United States, whose father 
or mother at the time of the birth of such 
child was or is a citizen of the United 
States, is a citizen of the United States. 
The present law provides: 


ll children born out of the 
limits and jurisdiction of the United 
States whose fathers may be at the 
time of their birth citizens of the 
United States, are declared to be citi- 
zens of the United States; but the 
right of citizenship shall not descend 
to children whose fathers never re- 
sided in the United States. All such 
children who continue to reside out- 
side the United States shall, in order 
to receive the protection of this Gov- 
’ ernment, be required upon reaching 
the age of 18 years to record at an 
American consulate their intention to 
become residents and remain citizens 
of the United States and shall be fur- 
ther required to take the oath of 
allegiance to the United States upon 
attaining their majority.’ | 


H. R. 3673 proposes to extend the right 
of citizenship.to the mother. It must not 
be forgotten that sailors, soldiers, and 
seamen are traveling about the world 
continuously. Some of them marry and 
some do not, but when they leave such 
countries children are left behind, some 


born in wedlock and some not. 


Section 1993, Revised Statutes, now 
deals with the citizenship of children born 
in foreign countries of American fathers. 


It seems that this section of the law was 


enacted sometime in the early part of the 


last century (act of 1802 as amended by 


act of 1855) when transportation between 
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Europe and America was extremely slow 
and cumbersome, and when the question 
of invasion into this country of orientals 
was unknown. 

“As a result of this law we have the 
present spectacle of Chinese, Japanese, or 
Hindus domiciled in the United States or 
Hawaii who are married either to women 
of their own race or some other race, be- 
getting children and such children be- 
come, under the fourteenth amendment’ 
citizens of the United States. 

“A Chinese, he aren or Hindu entitled 
to come to the United States as a teacher 


or as a merchant is the father in the 


United States of three boys, who live with 
their father until they are 7, 8, or 9 years 
old. They are then sent to China, Japan, 
or India to be educated. They necessarily 
absorb the feelings and sentiments of their 
surroundings. They are brought up with 
boys of their own age in schools such as 
are there provided. They become in senti- 
ment, in philosophy, in religion, and in 
their views of life and of business either 
Chinese, Japanese, or Hindus. 

“They marry, and Japanese and Chi- 
nese being ancestor worshippers, it is 
their duty to marry young. If they happen 
to get a wife who is barren, it is their 
duty to take a second one, in order that 
they may continue their ancestor cult. 
Wet it be assumed that each of these 
three boys again have three boys. Under 


the laws as they stand they are citizens 


of the United States by virtue of their 
father’s citizenship, and if they are sent 
to the United States for the purpose of 
perfecting themselves in English, in the 
common thoughts of life and the usual 
means of doing business, and then go back 
to China again, they, having resided in 
the United States for a certain period of 
time, have a right to transmit their citi- 
zenship which came from their father, to 
their children and so on ad infinitum. 
“Viewing the condition as we have it 


today, children of Chinese or Japanese 


parentage, born in the United States or 
Hawaii, and then sent back to China or 
Japan for their education, staying there 
long enough to marry and beget children, 
have again transmitted to their children 
the citizenship which came to them from 
their father and so on in progressive ratio. 

“There are so many of those Chinese- 
born American citizens who were brought 
up in China that they are not only suffi- 
cient to furnish all of the employees 
needed by certain steamship companies 


but to do many kinds of work throughout 


the jurisdiction of the United States. It 
is not possible to estimate the real num- 
ber, but with the thousands who live on 
the Pacific Coast, who are married there 
and beget children there who are citizens, 
and those in the Hawaiian Islands, who 
live there, marry, and beget children there 
who also automatically become citizens 
under the Constitution, there is no guess- 
ing the number for whom the existing law 
opens the door to come from China or 
Japan to the United States. | 
“This bill, by inserting into the law the 
words ‘or mother’ leaves exactly the same 
opening for the female as at present exists 
for the male, and there are about as many 
females born as males, which means the 
duplication of the number that now come, 
and that under the proposed law will 
come. | 
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“The female child will go to China or 
Japan for education, just as the boys now 
do; she reaches womanhood and marries. 
If this bill becomes law, her offspring are 
by virtue of her citizenship, citizens of the 

n 


ited States exactly as those of the male 


are under the existing law: so that the in- 
sertion of these words simply doubles the 
number and the evil insofar as these 
classes are concerned. It is well known 
that female children are unwelcome guests 
in China and Japan, as compared to the 
male, and the only humantarian aspects 
of this bill will be found in the fact that 


it may raise the standards of the female 


children born in those countries. 


“While the Federation of Labor would 
like to see all these laws repealed, except 
insofar as they apply to diplomatic or 
governmental representatives of some 
kind, the real and proper way to equalize 
the status of men and women in immigra- 
tion and their offspring would be to 
amend the bill by denying automatic citi- 
zenship to any children born in foreign 


countries, unless both the father and 


mother are citizens of the United States, 
and the children born in honest wedlock. 


“Tt may be of some interest to the com- 
mittee to be informed that there are quite 
a number of Chinese in California who are 
in one way or another courting arrest by 


immigration officers for the purpose of 


getting an apparently innocent oppor- 
tunity of proving their citizenship by fur- 
nishing the documents proving where they 
were born, who their father was, and 
where they had been registered, and many 
of them being expert forgers and nearly 
all of them, through the assistance of their 
tongs, being in a position to employ ex- 
pert forgers, the immigration officials are 
avoiding making such arrests as much 


as they reasonably can. 0 


“Section 2 of the proposed bill goes fur- 
ther than Section 1 in that it makes citi- 
zens of children born in foreign countries 


grandmother. 


of alien parents upon the naturalization 
of either the father or mother. 


“If this proposal becomes law we will 
soon have American citizens abroad and 
their children, none of whom have ever 
been in the country and whose citizenship 
is by virtue of the naturalization of either 
their father or mother or grandfather or 


WILLIAM C. HusHine, 
“Legislative Representative 
American Federation of Labor.“ 


Various messages in support of the 


measure were read into the committee 


records as follows: 


“New York, N. T., March 28, 1933. 
„Hon. Samuel Dickstein, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 


“The New York State Federation Busi- 
ness and Profesional Women’s Clubs is in 
favor of Copeland-Dickstein nationality 
bill. We strongely urge its favorable re- 


port. 
| “Grace L. B. MM. Lida, 
President State Federation Business, 
and Professional Women's Club, 
Mt. Vernon, N. V.“ 


“New York, N. I., March 28, 1933. 
“Hon. Samuel Dickstein, 
House Office Building 
Washington, D. C. 
“Zonta International, an organization 
composed of executives, business and pro- 
fessional women heartily endorses nation- 


important legislation. 
“Nina Broperickx Pricer, 
“Chairman International Relations, 
Zonta International.” 


ality measure now before your committee 
and aske for its prompt passage. We trust 
you will do your utmost in behalf of this 


Equal Rights 


“The Business and Professional 
Women’s Club of Wilmington, 


Delaware. 
April 8, 1933. 
“Hon. Samuel Dickstein, — 
Chairman Committe on Immigration, 
Washington, D. C. 
“My Dear Mn. Dickstein: 

“At the regular monthly meeting of the 
Business and Professional Women’s Club 
of Wilmington, Del., it was unanimously 
adopted that we forward to you copy of 
the attached resolutions which is self- ex- 
planatory. We trust you will use your 
influence in seeing that this bill is passed 
as approved. Thanking you, I am, 

| “Very truly yours 
MABRLLN Warp, 
“Corresponding Secretary.” 


“Resolved, That the Business and Pro- 
fesional Women’s Club of Wilmington, 
Del., have read and approved and endorse 
H. R. 3673, entitled ‘A bill to amend the 
law relative to citizenship and naturali- 
zation, and for other purposes’; and be 
it further | 

Resolved, That this resolution be sent 
to Hon. Samuel Dickstein, of New York, 
chairman of the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and also to Hon. Wilbur Adams, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.” 

At the conclusion of the hearing the 
sub-committee adjourned without taking 
action on the nationality bill and will 
meet in executive session Monday, April 
17. Members of the sub-committee are: 
Democrats — John H. Kerr, Warrenton: 
N. C.; Charles Kramer, Los Angeles, 
Calif.; Lamar Jeffers, Anniston, Ala.; 
V. L. Palmisano, Baltimore, Md.; Martin 
Dies, Orange, Texas. Republicans — J. 
Will Taylor, La Follette, Tenn.; Charles 
D. Millard, Tarryton, N. Y.; Everett M. 
Dirksen, III. 


Dr. Scott Appeals State Department 


IR. JAMES BROWN SCOTT, presi- 
dent of the American Association 
of International Law, has once 


again given his powerful support to the 


movement for Equal Rights for women in 
the field of nationality. On April 13 he 
personally called upon the Under Secre- 
tary of State, Mr. William Phillips, at the 
State Department to urge the State De- 
partment to desist from its opposition to 
the Equal Rights nationality bill now be- 
fore Congress (the Copeland - Dickstein 
bill, known as H. R. 3673). On April 14 
he wrote to Mr, Phillips as follows: 

“My Dear Mr. PHILLIPS: 
“Yesterday afternoon, when I had the 
pleasure of a word with you, we discussed 
briefly the proposals on nationality now 
pending before the House Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization; for it 
has been my privilege for the past few 
years to co-operate with various women’s 
groups in their endeavors to amend the 
existing laws so as to have them apply 
equally to men and women as to citizen- 


ship and naturalization. 
“The bill known as H. R. 3673, 73d Con- 


gress, Ist Session, has for its purposes the 
following: to permit a woman citizen to 
transmit her citizenship to her child born 
abroad the same as a man citizen may 
now transmit his citizenship to his child 


born abroad; to permit the naturalization | 


of an alien woman to bring about the 
naturalization of her alien child on the 
same terms as the naturalization of an 
alien man now brings the naturalization 
of his alien child; and further, to remove 
inequalities of a minor nature in the mat- 
ter of nationality. In other words, the 
measure which the women’s organizations 
propose merely extends to women the 
laws already applicable to men. 

“The State Department, so it appears, 
is desirous of making a general revision 


of the nationality laws of the United 


States and has proposed a study with a 


view to such a revision. The passage of 


H. R. 3673—the measure proposed by the 
women’s organizations—would not pre- 
clude the general revision sought by the 
department. May I venture to suggest 
that it would be a gracious act on the part 
of the Department of State to withdraw 
its opposition to H. R. 3673, to permit it 
to pass, and then to undertake its pro- 
posed study and revision—the women of 
this country meanwhile to have the bene- 


x. 


fits of the nationality laws already appli- 
cable to men? 

“From a cursory examination of the 
proposed amendment of the Department 
of State, it appears that our citizenship 
laws would be made dependent upon the 
laws of foreign countries, and thus our 
law would change with the foreign laws 
and this would be undesirable, as it would 
bring about uncertainty. Also, it seems 
to me that the draft on its face suggests 
new problems and difficulties and that it 
does not remedy dual nationality to the 
extent that it might. Furthermore, in 
some instances, while it purports to 
remedy existing inequalities in the law 
as between men and women, it does not 
do so in fact. To particularize with regard 
to this last point: 


“Subdivision (b) of the proposed 
amendment of the State Department 
gives United States citizenship to a 
child born abroad, if one parent is a 
citizen of the United States who has 
resided in the United States previous 
to the birth of the child, and the other 
parent is an alien whose alien citizen- 
ship the child does not acquire at 
birth, This is American citizenship 
upon condition, the condition being 
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April 22, 1933 


the non-acquisition by the child of the 
alien citizenship of the alien spouse. 
At the present time, as a general rule 
the countries give a child, wherever 
born, citizenship through the father, 
not the mother, and subdivision (b) 
incorporates this discriminatory rule, 
although reading as if it applies 
equally to the father and mother. 
Thus, under subdivision (b), the 
father would in various instances, 
continue to transmit his citizenship 
to his child, while the mother would 
continue to be unable to transmit 
hers. Take, for example, a child born 
in France of an American mother and 
an English father. Under the pro- 
posed subdivision (b), the American 


mother would not transmit her citi- - | 


zenship to this child, since it would 
acquire at birth the alien nationality 
of her alien spouse, namely, British 
nationality. On the other hand, were 
the child born in France of an Ameri- 
can man and an English woman, 
under the proposed subdivision (b) 


HE National Women’s Party, tele- 
graphed to President Roosevelt on 
April 15 protesting against his ap- 
peal to the governors of 13 States to 


sponsor minimum wage laws for women 


and children but not for men. The Wom- 
an’s Party also telegraphed to the 13 
governors in question urging them to take 
no action upon the President’s recommen- 
dation without first hearing the position 
of women workers who are opposed to any 
labor legislation which classes women 
with minors and discriminates between 
men and women. The telegram to the 
President, which was signed by Mrs. Flor- 
ence Bayard Hilles, of Delaware, National 
Chairman, was as follows: 


“To The President, 
The White House, 
Washington, D.C. 

“Members of the National Woman’s 
Party are shocked at your recommenda- 
tion to the governors of 13 States urg- 
ing minimum wage laws for women and 
children but not for men, thereby propos- 
ing to set up unequal labor standards be- 
tween men and women. This is the first 
time in our history that a President has 
ever recommended unequal laws for men 
and women. What becomes of that part 
of the Democratic platform in which the 
Jeffersonian principle of Equal Rights to 
all was so recently heralded throughout 
the nation? At your earliest convenience 
we desire a hearing at which we may lay 
our protest before you in person. In view 
of the depression, which concerns millions 
of women, this is a matter of great urg- 
eney.“ | 
(Signed) “Fiorence Bayarp HILuEs, 

“National Chairman, 
“National Woman’s Party.” 


The telegram to the governors was sent 
to Governors B. M. Miller, of Alabama; 
Wilbur L. Cross, of Connecticut; C. Doug- 
las Buck, of Delaware; Henry Hornor, of 
Illinois; Paul V. McNutt, of Indiana; 
Albert C. Ritchie, of Maryland; William 
A. Comstock, of Michigan; John G. Win- 


the American father would transmit 
his citizenship to this child, since it 
would not acquire at birth the nation- 
ality of his alien spouse. In other 
words, under the proposed subdivi- 
sion (b) it would frequently happen 
that the American man could trans- 
mit United States citizenship, while 
the American woman could not do so 
under similar circumstances. 


“While it is true, as above stated, that 
at the present time most countries give 
a child, wherever born, the citizenship of 
the father, the trend of the day is to give 
to each parent the right of transmission. 
In the following 13 countries the father 
and mother stand on an equal footing as 
to the transmission of citizenship to their 
children: Argentina, Chile, Colombia, 
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Nicaragua, 


Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Russia, Turkey, 


Uruguay and Venezuela. It will be ob- 
served that in this respect more than half 
of the American republics are in advance 


ant, of New Hampshire; A. Harry Moore, 
of New Jersey; J. C. B. Eringhaus, of 
North Carolina; George White, of Ohio; 
Gifford Pinchot, of Pennsylvania; and 
Theodore F. Greene of Rhode Island. 
This telegram read. 2 

“The National Woman’s Party protests 
against the recommendation sent you by 


the President urging minimum wage laws 
for women and.children but not for men, 


thereby ereating unequal labor standards 


for men and women. We most respect- 
fully urge you to do nothing on this pro- 
posal without hearing both sides of the 
question. We will be glad to send repre- 
sentatives to lay before you the point of 
view of Equal Rights for women in in- 
dustry.” | 
(Signed) “Fiormence Bayarp 
| “National Chairman, 
“National Woman’s Party.” 


The protest of the National Woman’s 
Party was occasioned by the action of 
President Roosevelt in despatching tele- 
grams to the governors of 13 industrial 
States urging their consideration of the 
minimum wage law passed in New York 
State. His message pointed to the recently 
enacted New York law as representing a 
„great forward step.” Suggesting “simi- 
lar action” by other States, the President 
directed his appeal to the Governors of 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, New Hampshire, Maryland, 
Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, Illinois, Dela- 
ware North Carolina, and Alabama, The 
text of President Roosevelt’s telegram to 


the governors follows: 


“May I call your attention to the mini- 
mum wage law just passed by the Legis- 
lature of New York and approved by Gov- 
ernor Lehman which declares it against 
public policy for any employer to pay 
women or minors a wage which is ‘both 
less than the fair and reasonable value of 
services rendered and less than sufficient 
to meet the ultimate cost of living neces- 
sary for health.’ 


of the United States and of the State De- 
partment’s proposal. 


“Subdivision (d) of the proposal of 
the State Department deals with ille- 
gitimate children and is ambiguous 


and obscure. It provides that the 
child is to have American citizenship 
though born abroad, ‘there being no 
other legal parent by the law of the 
place of birth.’ Here the place of 
birth may be clear but the United 
States officials determining the na- 
tionality of a child would have to 
know the laws of illegitimacy of every 
country in which an American parent 
could have an illegitimate child. 


“The foregoing are a few of the observa- 
tions which may be made indicating a 
need for further consideration of the pro- 
posal. | 

“Yours very sincerely, 
(Signed) “James Brown Scort.” 
“The Honorable William Phillips, 
Under-Secretary of State, 
Washington, D. C.“ 


Woman's Party Protests President's Recommendation 


“This represents a great forward step 
against lowering of wages which consti- 
tutes a serious form of unfair competition 
against other employers, reduces the pur- 
chasing power of the workers and threat- 
ens the stability of industry. | 

„J hope that similar action can be taken 
by the other States for the protection of 
the public interest.” 


It was explained at the White House 
that the 13 States appealed to by the 
President represented those of great in- 
dustrial importance, 

Commenting upon her telegram of pro- 
test to the President, Mrs. Hilles said: 


“The Woman’s Party takes no stand 
upon minimum wage legislation, except 
that it stands for the principle that wage 
legislation, if enacted, should be upon a 
non-sex basis, as is already the case in 
various foreign countries. The Woman’s 
Party opposes a sex, basis for a minimum 
wage law because it believes that estab- 
lishing minimum wage laws that apply to 
women but not to men, gives recognition 
to the idea that women are a class apart 
in industry who can enter the industrial 
field only by permission of the Govern- 
ment and under various restrictions laid 
down by the Government. The Woman’s 
Party contends that there is no more rea- 


son for a minimum wage law applying to 


women only, than for a minimum wage 
law applying to one particular race or 
one particular creed. | 

“This is the point of view which was ex- 
pressed by the United States Supreme 
Court in 1923 in its decision on the mini- 
mum wage law for women in the District 
of Columbia in the case of Adkins v. The 
Children’s Hospital. The Supreme Court 
said in its opinion in this case: 


„We can not accept the doctrine 
that women of mature age, sui juris, 
require or may be subjected to restric- 
tions upon their liberty of contract 
which could not lawfully be imposed 
in the case of men under similar cir- 
cumstances. To do so would be to 
ignore all the implications to be 
drawn from the present-day trend of 
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“The female child will go to China or 
Japan for education, just as the boys now 
do; she reaches womanhood and marries. 
If this bill becomes law, her offspring are 
by virtue of her citizenship, citizens of the 


United States exactly as those of the male 


are under the existing law: so that the in- 
sertion of these words simply doubles the 
number and the evil insofar as these 
classes are concerned. It is well. known 
that female children are unwelcome guests 
in China and Japan, as compared to the 
male, and the only humantarian aspects 
of this bill will be found in the fact that 
it may raise the standards of the female 
children born in those countries. } 


“While the Federation of Labor would 
like to see all these laws repealed, except 
insofar as they apply to diplomatic or 
governmental representatives of some 
kind, the real and proper way to equalize 
the status of men and women in immigra- 
tion and their offspring would be to 
amend the bill by denying automatic citi- 
zenship to any children born in foreign 


countries, unless both the father and 


mother are citizens of the United States, 
and the children born in honest wedlock. 


“It may be of some interest to the com- 
mittee to be informed that there are quite 
a number of Chinese in California who are 
in one way or another courting arrest by 
immigration officers for the purpose of 
getting an apparently innocent oppor- 
tunity of proving their citizenship by fur- 
nishing the documents proving where they 
were born, who their father was, and 
where they had been registered, and many 
of them being expert forgers and nearly 


all of them, through the assistance of their 


tongs, being in a position to employ ex- 
pert forgers, the immigration officials are 
avoiding making such arrests as much 
as they reasonably can. : 


“Section 2 of the proposed bill goes fur- 


ther than Section 1 in that it makes citi- 
zens of children born in foreign countries 


grandmother. 


of alien parents upon the naturalization 
of either the father or mcther. 


“If this proposal becomes law we will 
soon have American citizens abroad and 
their children, none of whom have ever 
been in the country and whose citizenship 
is by virtue of the naturalization of either 
their father or mother or grandfather or 


WILLIAM C. HusHine, 
“Legislative Representative 
American Federation of 1 

Various messages in support of the 
measure were read into the committee 
records as follows: 


“New York, N. T., March 28, 1933. 
„Hon. Samuel Dickstein, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 


“The New York State Federation Busi- 
ness and Profesional Women’s Clubs is in 


favor of Copeland-Dickstein nationality 
bill. We strongely urge its favorable re- 


port. | 
“Grace L. B. MiLLIdAN, 
President State Federation Business, 
and Professional Women's Club, 
Mt. Vernon, N. V.“ 


“New York, N. V., March 28, 1933. 
„Hon. Samuel Dickstein, 
House Office Building 
Washington, D. C. 
“Zonta International, an organization 
composed of executives, business and pro- 
fessional women heartily endorses nation- 


ality measure now before your committee 
and asks for its prompt passage. We trust 


you will do your utmost in behalf of this 
important legislation. 


‘Nina Bropericx Price, 
“Chairman International Relations, 


Zonta International.“ 


Equal Rights 


“The Business and Professional 
Women’s Club of Wilmington, 


Delaware. 
April 8, 1933. 
“Hon. Samuel Dickstein, 
Chairman Committe on Immigration, 
Washington, D. C. 
“My Dear Mn. Dickstein: 

“At the regular monthly meeting of the 
Business and Professional Women’s Club 
of Wilmington, Del., it was unanimously 
adopted that we forward to you copy of 
the attached resolutions which is self- ex- 
planatory. We trust you will use your 
influence in seeing that this bill is passed 
as approved. Thanking you, I am, 

“Very truly yours 
“MABELLE Warp, 
“Corresponding Secretary.” 


“Resolved, That the Business and Pro- 
fesional Women’s Club of Wilmington, 
Del., have read and approved and endorse 
H. R. 3673, entitled A bill to amend the 
law relative to citizenship and naturali- 
zation, and for other purposes’; and be 
it further | 

“Resolwed, That this resolution be sent 
to Hon. Samuel Dickstein, of New York, 


chairman of the Committee on Immigra- 


tion and also to Hon. Wilbur Adams, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.” 

At the conclusion of the hearing the 
sub-committee adjourned without taking 
action on the nationality bill and will 
meet in executive session Monday, April 
17. Members of the sub-committee are: 
Democrats — John H. Kerr, Warrenton: 
N. C.; Charles Kramer, Los Angeles, 
Calif.; Lamar Jeffers, Anniston, Ala.; 
V. L. Palmisano, Baltimore, Md.; Martin 
Dies, Orange, Texas. Republicans — J. 
Will Taylor, La Follette, Tenn.; Charles 
D. Millard, Tarryton, N. Y.; Everett M. 
Dirksen, III. 


Dr. Scott Appeals State Department 


R. JAMES BROWN SCOTT, presi- 
dent of the American Association 
of International Law, has once 


again given his powerful support to the 


movement for Equal Rights for women in 
the field of nationality. On April 13 he 
personally called upon the Under Secre- 
tary of State, Mr. William Phillips, at the 
State Department to urge the State De- 
partment to desist from its opposition to 
the Equal Rights nationality bill now be- 
fore Congress (the Copeland - Dickstein 
bill, known as H. R. 3673). On April 14 
he wrote to Mr, Phillips as follows: 

“My Dran Mr. PHILLIPS? 
“Yesterday afternoon, when I had the 
pleasure of a word with you, we discussed 
briefly the proposals on nationality now 
pending before the House Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization; for it 
has been my privilege for the past few 
years to co-operate with various women’s 
groups in their endeavors to amend the 
existing laws so as to have them apply 
equally to men and women as to citizen- 


ship and naturalization. — 
“The bill known as H. R. 3673, 73d Con- 


gress, Ist Session, has for its purposes the 
following: to permit a woman citizen to 
transmit her citizenship to her child born 
abroad the same as a man citizen may 
now transmit his citizenship to his child 


born abroad; to permit the naturalization © 


of an alien woman to bring about the 
naturalization of her alien child on the 
same terms as the naturalization of an 
alien man now brings the naturalization 
of his alien child; and further, to remove 


_ inequalities of a minor nature in the mat- 


ter of nationality. In other words, the 


measure which the women’s organizations 


propose merely extends to women the 
laws already applicable to men. 9 

“The State Department, so it appears, 
is desirous of making a general revision 


of the nationality laws of the United 


States and has proposed a study with a 
view to such a revision. The passage of 
H. R. 3673— the measure proposed by the 
women’s organizations—would not pre- 
clude the general revision sought by the 
department. May I venture to suggest 
that it would be a gracious act on the part 
of the Department of State to withdraw 
its opposition to H. R. 3673, to permit it 
to pass, and then to undertake its pro- 
posed study and revision—the women of 
this country meanwhile to have the bene- 


fits of the nationality laws already appli- 
cable to men? | 

“From a cursory examination of the 
proposed amendment of the Department 
of State, it appears that our citizenship 
laws would be made dependent upon the 
laws of foreign countries, and thus our 
law would change with the foreign laws 
and this would be undesirable, as it would 
bring about uncertainty. Also, it seems 
to me that the draft on its face suggests 
new problems and difficulties and that it 
does not remedy dual nationality to the 
extent that it might. Furthermore, in 
some instances, while it purports to 
remedy existing inequalities in the law 
as between men and women, it does not 
do so in fact. To particularize with regard 
to this last point: 


“Subdivision (b) of the proposed 
amendment of the State Department 
gives United States citizenship to a 
child born abroad, if one parent is a 
citizen of the United States who has 
resided in the United States previous 
to the birth of the child, and the other 
parent is an alien whose alien citizen- 
ship the child does not acquire at 
birth. This is American citizenship 
upon condition, the condition being 
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April 22, 1933 


the non-acquisition by the child of the 
alien citizenship of the alien spouse. 
At the present time, as a general rule 
the countries give a child, wherever 
born, citizenship through the father, 
not the mother, and subdivision (b) 
incorporates this discriminatory rule, 
although reading as if it applies 
equally to the father and mother. 
Thus, under subdivision (b), the 
father would in various instances, 
continue to transmit his citizenship 
to his child, while the mother would 
continue to be unable to transmit 
hers. Take, for example, a child born 
in France of an American mother and 
an English father. Under the pro- 
posed subdivision (b), the American 
mother would not transmit her citi- 
zenship to this child, since it would 
acquire at birth the alien nationality 
of her alien spouse, namely, British 
nationality. On the other hand, were 
the child born in France of an Ameri- 
can man and an English woman, 
under the proposed subdivision (b) 


the American father would transmit 

his citizenship to this child, since it 
would not acquire at birth the nation- 
ality of his alien spouse. In other 
words, under the proposed subdivi- 
sion (b) it would frequently happen 
that the American man could trans- 
mit United States citizenship, while 
the American woman could not do so 
under similar circumstances. 


“While it is true, as above stated, that 
at the present time most countries give 
a child, wherever born, the citizenship of 
the father, the trend of the day is to give 
to each parent the right of transmission. 
In the following 13 countries the father 
and mother stand on an equal footing as 
to the transmission of citizenship to their 
children: Argentina, Chile, Colombia, 
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Nicaragua, 
Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Russia, Turkey, 
Uruguay and Venezuela. It will be ob- 
served that in this respect more than half 


of the American republics are in advance 
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of thé United States and of the State De. 
partment’s proposal. 


“Subdivision (d) of the proposal of 
the State Department deals with ille- 
gitimate children and is ambiguous 
and obscure. It provides that the 
child is to have American citizenship 
though born abroad, ‘there being no 
other legal parent by the law of the 
place of birth.“ Here the place of 
birth may be clear but the United 
States officials determining the na- 
tionality of a child would have to 
know the laws of illegitimacy of every 
country in which an American parent 
could have an illegitimate child. 


“The foregoing are a few of the observa- 
tions which may be made indicating a 
need for further consideration of the pro- 
posal. 

“Yours very sincerely, 
(Signed) “James Brown Scort.” 
“The Honorable William Phillips, 
Under-Secretary of State, 
Washington, D. C.“ 


Woman's Party Protests President's Recommendation 


HE National Women’s Party, tele- 
graphed to President Roosevelt on 
April 15 protesting against his ap- 
peal to the governors of 13 States to 
sponsor minimum wage laws for women 
and children but not for men. The Wom- 
an's Party also telegraphed to the 13 
governors in question urging them to take 
no action upon the President’s recommen- 
dation without first hearing the position 
of women workers who are opposed to any 
labor legislation which classes women 
with minors and discriminates between 
men and women. The telegram to the 
President, which was signed by Mrs. Flor- 
ence Bayard Hilles, of Delaware, National 
Chairman, was as follows: . 
“To The President, 
The White House, 
Washington, D. CO. 

“Members of the National Woman's 
Party are shocked at your recommenda- 
tion to the governors of 13 States urg- 
ing minimum wage laws for women and 
children but not for men, thereby propos- 
ing to set up unequal labor standards be- 
tween men and women. This is the first 
time in our history that a President has 
ever recommended unequal laws for men 
and women. What becomes of that part 
of the Democratic platform in which the 
Jeffersonian principle of Equal Rights to 
all was so recently heralded throughout 
the nation? At your earliest convenience 
we desire a hearing at which we may lay 
our protest before you in person. In view 
of the depression, which concerns millions 
of women, this is a matter of great urg- 
ency.” 

(Signed) “FLiorence Bayarp HILLõ, 
National Chairman, 
“National Woman’s Party.” 


The telegram to the governors was sent 
to Governors B. M. Miller, of Alabama; 
Wilbur L. Cross, of Connecticut; C. Doug- 
las Buck, of Delaware; Henry Hornor, of 
Illinois; Paul V. McNutt, of Indiana; 
Albert C. Ritchie, of Maryland; William 
A. Comstock, of Michigan; John G. Win- 


ant, of New Hampshire; A. Harry Moore, 
of New Jersey; J. C. B. Eringhaus, of 
North Carolina; George White, of Ohio; 
Gifford Pinchot, of Pennsylvania; and 
Theodore F. Greene of Rhode Island. 
This telegram read: 3 


“The National Woman’s Party protests 


against the recommendation sent you by 


the President urging minimum wage laws 
for women and.children but not for men, 


thereby ereating unequal labor standards 


for men and women. We most respect- 
fully urge you to do nothing on this pro- 
posal without hearing both sides of the 
question. We will be glad to send repre- 
sentatives to lay before you the point of 
view of Equal Rights for women in in- 
dustry.” 
(Signed) Bayarp HILLEs, 
“National Chairman, 
“National Woman’s Party.” 


The protest of the National Woman’s 
Party was occasioned by the action of 
President Roosevelt in despatching tele- 
grams to the governors of 13 industrial 
States urging their consideration of the 
minimum wage law passed in New York 
State. His message pointed to the recently 
enacted New York law as representing a 
great forward step.” Suggesting “simi- 
lar action” by other States, the President 
directed his appeal to the Governors of 


New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Connecticut, 


Rhode Island, New Hampshire, Maryland, 
Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, Illinois, Dela- 


ware North Carolina, and Alabama. The 


text of President Roosevelt’s telegram to 
the governors follows: 


“May I call your attention to the mini- 
mum wage law just passed by the Legis- 
lature of New York and approved by Gov- 
ernor Lehman which declares it against 
public policy for any employer to pay 
women or minors a wage which is ‘both 
less than the fair and reasonable value of 
services rendered and less than sufficient 
to meet the ultimate cost of living neces- 
sary for health.’ 


“This represents a great forward step 
against lowering of wages which consti- 
tutes a serious form of unfair competition 
against other employers, reduces the pur- 
chasing power of the workers and threat- 


ens the stability of industry. 


„J hope that similar action can be taken 
by the other States for the protection of 
the public interest.” 


It was explained at the White House 


that the 13 States appealed to by the 
President represented those of great in- 


dustrial importance. 
Commenting upon her telegram of pro- 
test to the President, Mrs. Hilles said: 


“The Woman’s Party takes no stand 
upon minimum wage legislation, except 
that it stands for the principle that wage 
legislation, if enacted, should be upon a 
non-sex basis, as is already the case in 
various foreign countries. The Woman’s 
Party opposes a sex, basis for a minimum 


Wage law because it believes that estab- 


lishing minimum wage laws that apply to 
women but not to men, gives recognition 
to the idea that women are a class apart 


in industry who can enter the industrial 


field only by permission of the Govern- 
ment and under various restrictions laid 
down by the Government. The Woman’s 
Party contends that there is no more rea- 


son for a minimum wage law applying to 


women only, than for a minimum wage 
law applying to one particular race or 
one particular creed. 

“This is the point of view which was ex- 
pressed™by the United States Supreme 
Court in 1923 in its decision on the mini- 
mum wage law for women in the District 
of Columbia in the case of Adkins v. The. 
Children’s Hospital. The Supreme Court 
said in its opinion in this case: 


„We can not accept the doctrine 
that women of mature age, sui juris, 
require or may be subjected to restric- 
tions upon their liberty of contract 
which could not lawfully be imposed 
in the case of men under similar cir- 
cumstances. To do so would be to 
ignore all the implications to be 
drawn from the present-day trend of 
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legislation, as well as that of com- 
mon thought and usage, by which 
woman is accorded emancipation, 
from the old doctrine that she must 


be given special protection or be sub- 
jected to special restraint in her con- 
tractual and civil relationship.’ 

“The Woman’s Party stands for equal- 


Equal Rights 


ity between women and their male com. 
petitors in earning a living. It opposes 
all legislation that sets up one labor 


standard for men and another for women.” 


Mrs. Owen N amed Minister to Denmark 


to the Senate for confirmation the 

nomination of Mrs. Ruth Bryan 
Owen as envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary to Denmark and 
Iceland. Mrs. Owen is the first woman 
ever appointed by the United States to 
represent the country in the capacity of 
minister to a foreign government. 

Mrs. Owen received the following letter 
from the National Woman’s Party con- 
gratulating her upon her appointment: 

“April 15, 1933. 
“Honorable Ruth Bryan Owen, 
Washington, D. C. 
“My Drar Mrs. Owen: 

“It is my pleasant duty, on behalf of. 
the members of the National Woman’s 
Party, to offer you their congratulations 
and good wishes on your new office as 
Minster Plenipotentiary at Denmark. This 
is a tremendous step forward in the recog- 
nition and advancement of women, and 
every feminist must rejoice. We know 
that the office in your hands will be ad- 
ministered with the same dignity and 
ability which has characterized your pre- 
vious career in the service of our country. 

“We wish you a most successful mission 
n bon voyage as you leave our shores. 

Very truly yours, 
(Signed) “FLORENCE BAYARD HILLEs, 
“N ational Chairman.” 

To Mrs. Owen this is one more step in 
a highly successful career. She was born 
in Jacksonville, Illinois, October 2, 1885, 
the eldest daughter of a distinguished 
father, the late William Jennings Bryan. 
She took her under-graduate work at the 


O N April 13 President Roosevelt sent 


NDER the ag- 
gressive new 


Who's News Today 


leadership of Mrs. 
10, 198s. Florence Bayard 
By: Hilles, the National 

Woman’s Party 
fights for married women in Government 
service. There is at present some confusion 
of budget policies, under the new Econ- 
omy Act, leaving open the possibility of 
dismissal of married workers. They find 
an ally in Miss Frances Perkins, Secre- 
tary of Labor, who says, “It is my definite 
belief that the only tests applied should 
be those of efficiency and the good of the 
service, with some consideration of ex- 
treme need.” 

Here extremes meet amicably. The gulf 
between Mrs. Hilles, building on Woman’s 
Party policies, and the politically de- 
tached Miss Perkins has been comparable 
to a merger of the Grand Canyon and the 
Federal deficit. Mrs. Hilles, suffrage 
pioneer and wife of William D. Hilles, 


University of Nebraska, received the hon- 
orary degree of Doctor of Laws from 
Rollins College in 1927, and of Doctor of 
Humane Letters from Russell Sage Col- 
legs in 1931. Mrs. Owen was vice-presi- 
dent of the board of regents of the Uni- 
versity of Miami from 1925 to 1928, and 
a member of its faculty from 1926 to 1929. 
She is a member of the League of Ameri- 
can Pen Women, The Women’s Overseas 
League, the Daughters of the American 
Revolution, and the National Council for 
Child Welfare. From 1915 to 1918 she 
served as a war nurse in the voluntary aid 
detachment in the Egypt-Palestine cam- 
paign, and was a member of the executive 


committee of the American Women’s War 


Relief Fund in London which operated 
the American Women’s War Hospital at 


_ Paignton, Devonshire. 


In 1910 Mrs. Owen married Major Regi- 
nald Altham Owen of the Royal Engineers 
of the British Army, who died from the 
result of wounds some years after the 
close of the World War. As a result of 
her marriage she lost her United States 
citizenship but subsequently regained it 
after the passage of the Cable Act by be- 
coming a naturalized American. Mrs. 
Owen has four children, Mrs. William 
Painter-Meeker of Baltimore, and John, 
Bryan and Helen Rudd Owen. She ex- 
pects to take the two youngest children 
with her to Denmark when she sails for 
her new post in about a month’s time. 

In 1930 Mrs. Owen was elected to repre- 


Press Comment 


du Pont lawyer, has fought against all 
discriminations in the legal status of 
women, cardinal doctrine of the Woman’s 
Party. Miss Perkins has insisted that 
women should hold whatever gains they 
have made in protective legislation, par- 
ticularly in industry. 
Women's interests never have crystal- 
lized in party patronage drives. Women’s 
solidarity ebbed with the adoption of the 
Nineteenth Amendment. Are the embers 
being fanned by the attainment of a Cabi- 
net position and the party leadership by 
a particularly aggressive woman? 

Mrs. Hilles, formerly vice-chairman and 
now chairman of the National Woman’s 
Party, is the great-great-granddaughter 


of the first United States Senator ever 


elected—from Delaware. Five genera- 


tions of her family have held seats in the 


Senate. She is the daughter of the late 
Thomas F. Bayard, United States Sena- 
tor, Secretary of State under Cleveland 
and Ambassador to Great Britain. In 


| Marriage Test 


New York Tribune, 


sent the Miami Congressional District of 
Florida. Her right to sit in the House of 
Representatives was challenged by her 
opponents on the ground that she had 
lost her American citizenship by virtue 
of her marriage to a British subject. With- 
out the aid of counsel she defended her- 
self before the House of Representatives 
Elections Committee. She claimed that 
since she had regained her American citi- 
zenship by naturalization under the terms 
of the Cable Act, she had all the rights 
she possessed before her marriage. Her 
defense before the House Committee was 
a stirring plea for Equal Rights for 
women: “The purpose of the Cable Act,” 
she said, “was to do justice to American 
women, to place them on an equality be- 
fore the law with men, who have never 
lost their citizenship by marriage. You 
cannot deny my claim without saying to 
millions of American women that they 
are not entitled to the same treatment as 
men. I ask nothing more than justice, 
and I expect nothing less from this com- 
mittee. I ask confirmation of my election 
not only for myself, but for all American 
women. I ask that you serve notice to 
them, in making your decision on my .case, 
that their citizenship rights are to be 
respected by our Government.” 

Mrs. Owen was finally seated as a Mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives and 
occupied her seat in Congress until her 
defeat in the Congressional primary: elec- 
tion last November. 


her youth she was in the vanguard of the 
suffrage movement. During the war she 
loaded shells at the du Pont plant near 
New Castle, Delaware. On her suffrage 
tour of the country with twenty-two 
others in 1916 she pipked up a forlorn 
black spaniel and installed it magnifi- 
cently in her Delaware kennels. She is a 
famous dog fancier and sportswoman. 


HE dismissal of 

married women 
from the Govern- 
ment service, when 
two members of the 
family are thus em- 
ployed, may become 


Women Assail 


April 9, 1933. 
By Emma Bugbee. 


a problem of “high government policy” to 


be determined only by President Roose- 
velt or Attorney General Homer S. Cum- 
mings. 

At the hearing conducted by the Na- 
tional Woman’s Party today before Lewis 
Douglas, Director of the Budget, it be- 
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came evident that a legal problem exists 
as to the permanence of Section 213 of 
the Economy Act passed a year ago, 
which provided that where two members 
of a family were employed by the Govern- 
ment, one of them should be dismissed be- 
fore other dismissals were made as a 
measure of economy. | 

The new measure passed since President 
Roosevelt took office contains no such pro- 
vision. Expert opinion here differs as to 
whether or not the new law supplants or 
supplements the old. The Director of the 
Budget told the women this afternoon 
that his sympathies were with them, but 
that he feared the law was against them. 

“There should be an opinion from the 
Attorney General as to the permanence 


of Section 313,” he said. “If it is tempo- 


rary, you have nothing to worry about as 
to any action I may take. K permanent, 
then the law can be repealed or amended. 
That would be a matter of high govern- 
ment policy which I should have to take 
up with the President.” : 
Miss Elsie Hill, who presided over the 
hearing, then made the formal request of 
Mr. Douglas that he present the problem 
to Mr. Cummings and the President. 
“We ask that the new Administration 


offer a new deal to women, guaranteeing 


the right of the working woman to marry 


and the married woman to work,” she 
said. 
Mr. Douglas promised further that, as 


sixty days must elapse between the time 


an order was given and the date it took 
effect, and as the old Heonomy Act con- 
taining Section 313 applied only until 
July 1 of this year, he would not invoke 
its ruling between now and that date. 

Miss Hill explained after the hearing 
that the theoretical complaint of her or- 
ganization was not against the dismissal 
of married women alone, since one of the 
largest groups to suffer was forty-five men 
from the Navy Yard whose wives were in 
Government departments. 

“Our complaint is against using mar- 
riage as a basis for dismissal of either 
men or women,” she added. “Dismissal 
should be controlled wholly by the effi- 
ciency or non-efficiency of the individual. 
Theoretically, we object just as much to 
dismissing a man because he is married 
and his wife is working, as we do to dis- 
missing a married woman. But as a mat- 
ter of working habit, the mores of the 
country, it is usually the woman who is 
dismissed.” 
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The first speaker, Mrs. Florence Bayard 
Hilles, national chairman of the Woman’s 
Party, pointed out to Mr. Douglas the in- 
dignation of women in all parts of the 
country over the announcement that the 
Government was considering the whole- 
sale dismissal of women from the service 
on the sole ground of marriage to other 
Government employees. Mrs. Hilles then 
introduced the following speakers: | 

Elsie M. Hill of Connecticut, represent- 
ing the National Woman’s Party; Mrs. 
Pinckney Glantzberg, of New York, Na- 
tional Association of Women Lawyers; 
Mrs, Sarah Sparks of New York, National] 
Zonta Clubs; Edwina Hammond of New 
York, Women’s International League for 
Peace and Freedom; Mrs. Mary B. Wright 
of Washington, National Association of 
Women Nurses; Mrs. Sara B. Cummings, 
Married Women Teachers’ Association of 
Philadelphia; Ida I. Kloze of Maryland, 
National Business and Professional Wom- 
en’s Council of the Woman's Party; Mrs. 
Elizabeth J. White of Washington, Quota 
Club International; Laura Miller of 
Maryland, National Federation of Busi- 
ness and Professional Women, and Mrs. 
Elizabeth R. Menafee, National Demo- 
cratic Committeewoman from Maryland. 


News from the Field 


Request Interview With President 
“HE Director of the Budget, Mr. Lewis 
H. Douglas, who received a delega- 
tion from the National Woman’s Party 
and various other women’s organiza- 
tions on April 8 protesting against the 


dismissal of married women from the 


Federal Government service, has an- 
nounced that he will ask for a ruling 
from the Attorney General on the proper 
interpretation of the married persons sec- 
tion of the 1932 Economy Act (Section 
213). Since no action on the matter has 
been taken by the Director other than to 
refer the question to the Attorney Gen- 
eral, the Woman’s Party, through its Con- 
gressional chairman, Maud Younger, has 
asked for an interview with President 
Roosevelt upon the matter. 

During the past week Mrs. Franklin D. 
Roosevelt has added her voice to the many 
who have pronounced unfair that section 
of the Economy Act under which married 
women have been dismissed if their hus- 
bands also worked for the Government. 
In a statement given at a White House 
press conference, on April 11, Mrs. Roose- 
velt said that she agreed with the letter 
on the subject written by Miss Frances 
Perkins, Secretary of Labor, to the Na- 
tional Woman’s Party, Mrs. Roosevelt 


gave it as her personal view that dismissal | 


should be a question of efficiency and the 
good of the service. The mere fact that 
two married persons were working for 
the Government she pronounced a poor 


reason for dismissal of one of them, espe- 
cially in view of the fact that Federal 
salaries are frequently so low that it 
would take the earnings of two people to 
educate four or five children and support 
a father and mother — a burden which 
often falls upon Government employees as 
upon other people. 


Maryland Women Urge Equality _ 
DELEGATION of Maryland women 
waited upon the Under Secretary of 

State, Mr. William Phillips, at the State 
Department, on Friday, April 14, at 10.45 
A. M., to lay before him the facts in the 


case regarding the Copeland-Dickstein | 


resolution now pending in Congress. 
Hon. Vincent L. Palmisano, the only 
Maryland member of the Immigration 
Committee, had changed his vote from 
affirmative to negative because of the 
stand taken by the State Department. 
While the State Department advocates 
equality as between the sexes in the na- 
tionality laws, it is at this time attempt- 
ing to limit the nationality rights of men 


and to place the nationality rights of 
women upon the same basis. This, the 
Maryland delegation contended, confused 
the issue and made it impossible to secure 
the immediate equalization of the laws. 
After talking with Mr. Phillips the dele- 
gation proceeded to the executive offices 
and called upon Mr. Marvin H. McIntyre, 


secretary to President Roosevelt, request- 


ing that he arrange an interview with 


the President in order to make it possible 
for Maryland labor women to state their 
objection to the proposal that minimum 
wage legislation for women and children 
be instituted in Maryland. Mr. McIntyre 
received the delegation very courteously 
and assured them that there would, in all 
probability, be no need for such an inter- 
view as the Administration would prob- 
ably support minimum wage legislation 
affecting all adults equally. 

Among the members of the deputation — 
were: Ida I. Kloze, Henrietta Brisgoe, 
Mrs. Frank Phillips, Mrs. Chauncey De- 
pew Snow, Mrs. J. Marshall Munn, Mrs. 
Robert H. Walker, Dora G. Ogle, Dorothy 
Ogle, Mrs. Reuben Finnell, Mrs. David 
McKinley, Mary E. Peach and Edith 
Houghton Hooker. 


Women Oppose Discriminations 
“HE Maryland Branch of the National 
Woman’s Party on April 13 dis- 
patched the following telegram, to Presi- 
dent Roosevelt: 

“Maryland Branch, National Woman’s 
Party, protests vigorously against recom- 
mendation that adult women be included 
with children in minimum wage legisla- 
tion. Since Federal Constitution ex- 
pressly forbids class legislation, Mary. 
land women are shocked at your sugges- 
tion. As adult citizens women have the 
right to compete on equal terms with men 
in gainful occupations. 

(Signed) Epira Hoveuton Hook RR.“ 
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California Endorses H. R. 3673 
HAT the California Branch of the Na- 


tional Woman’s Party is doing its bit 


for Equal Rights is well indicated by the 
following correspondence which was re- 
cently turned over to us by the president 
of the California Branch, Genevieve Allen: 


March 25, 1933. 
Hon. W. R. Traeger, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Dear Sir — The California Branch of the 
National Womän's Party requests your 
support of H. R. 3673, which comes up for 
hearing before the Immigration Commit- 
tee Tuesday. This measure will establish 
complete equality in nationality laws in 
this country and women will no longer 
suffer discrimination with regard to citi- 
zenship, their most fundamental political 
right. We hope we may have your sup- 
port of this bill in your committee and in 
securing its adoption by the House. 

Respectfully yours, 


(Signed) Gmnrvipve ALLEN, 
California Chairman. 


Ae March 28, 1933. 
Mrs. Genevieve Allen, : 
California Chairman, 

San Francisco, Calif.: 


Dear Mrs. Allem—The matter, informa- 


tion on which was contained in your com- 
munication to me, of complete equality in 


nationality laws was before the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization 
this morning. 

There were so many suggestions made 
after witnesses were heard that the com- 
mittee in executive session deemed it ad- 
visable to appoint a sub-committee to di- 
gest the bill, this committee to report back 
after conference with the State Depart- 
ment and the Department of Labor. 

Respectfully, 


(Signed) WILLIAM I. TRAUORR. 


Poets’ Council Holds Meeting 
By Myrtip R. Parrerson, Chairman. 


N April 6, at Alva Belmont House, in 
Washington, D. C., a group of poets 
and poetry-lovers enjoyed a most artistic 
program arranged by the District Poets’ 
Council at its regular monthly meeting. 
The guest speaker, Mrs. “Jack” Stearns 
Gray, America’s pioneer woman flyer, 
took as her subject, “It’s Up to Women,” 
giving a unique human story of aviation’s 
struggles from its beginning, as she has 
so effectively described in her book en- 
titled, “Up.” A model of the plane of 


1912, on exhibit at the meeting, in 


which Mrs. Gray was introduced to 
aviation by flying across the Adriondack 
Mountains, showed the undaunted courage 
needed to go up in the air over 5,000 feet 
in such a risky fashion, even as a passen- 
ger, and a very young girl from Virginia 


was brave enough to do it. Mrs. Gray paid 
a high tribute to the poets when she said: 
„It's up to you with your master minds, 
wielding your mighty pen, to help turn 
dark destiny into brilliant vigtory.” © 
Col. Edmund Sears Sayer, who served 
in the Army, Navy and Marine Corps, 
read from his book of poems entitled, 
“Ships of Other Days,” painting a pic- 
ture of the sea as only one who knows of 
its mystery through years of experience 
and study can describe. Mr. Mayne Coe, 
an artist, writer and scientist, rendered 
a group of specially selected songs, as- 
sisted at the piano by Mrs. Howard J. 
Klossner. Anna Priestly, member of the 
District of Columbia Writers’ League, 
read several of her poems. Minnie L. 
Briggs, member of the Poetry Group of 
the League of American Pen Women, read 
some of her poems, which were illustrated 
by her own beautiful etchings. 

The next meeting of the Poets’ Council 
will be held on Thursday, May 4, at 8.15 
P. M., Alva Belmont House. All members 
of the Party are —— invited to 
attend. 


1 Branch to Hold Convention 
HE fifteenth annual convention of the 
Maryland Branch of the National 

Woman's Party will be held on May 2 at 
the Woman's City Club, 15 West Mount 


Vernon Place, Baltimore, Md., beginning 
at 10 A. M. The preliminary n 5 
follows: 


Registration of Delegates, 10 * M. 
Credentials Committee — Henrietta Bris- 
coe, chairman; Florence Elizabeth Ken- 
nard and Mrs. M. H. Rollman. 


Morning Session, 10.30 A. M.—Reports © 


of State officers, presidents of local 
branches and chairmen of State standing 
committees. Presiding officer, Edith 
Houghton Hooker, State president; secre- 
tary, Emilie A. Doetsch. Speakers—Helen 
Sherry, State treasurer; Mrs. J. William 
Funck, president Baltimore City Branch; 
Louise Natali Graham, president County 
Branch and chairman maintenance com- 
mittee; Ida I. Kloze, president Business 
and Professional Women’s Council; Alice 
Mann, president of the Industrial Coun- 
cil; Evelyn Byrd Howell, president of the 
Equal Rights Council of Goucher College; 
Marie W. Presstman, chairman of State 
Legislative Committee; Mrs. H. G. Crosby, 
representative of Equal Rights Magazine 
Committee; Jane Crosby, chairman of 
Bequest Committee. 

Report of Nominating Committee and 
Election of Officers at 12 M. 

Annual Luncheon, 12.30 P. M. Toast- 
mistress, Mildred Kahler Geare. Speak- 
ers—Elizabeth C. Forbes, Amelia H. 
Walker and Marie W. Presstman. 

Afternoon Session, 2 P. M. Topie, The 
Federal Program of the Woman's Party: 
The Equal Nationality Bill, the Equality 
Reservation, Economie Rights of Married 


Equal Rights 


Women, the Equal Rights Amendment, 
Presiding officer, Dora G. Ogle. Speakers 
—F lorence Bayard Hilles, National Chair. 
man of the Woman's Party; Ruth Taun- 
ton of California, Lillian Dame Morey 
Dr. Mary W. Williams of Goucher College, 
and Sophie Nordenholz. 

Report of Resolutions Committee, 4 P. M. 
Helen Elizabeth Brown, chairman. 

Annual Dinner, 6.30 P. M. Ida I. Kloze, 
presiding officer; Dr. Grace Hadley, 
Beardsley, of Goucher College, toastmis- 
tress. Speakers—Harriot Stanton Blatch, 
Evelyn Byrd Howell, Alice Mann and Sue 
S. White. 

All sessions of the convention will be 
held at the Woman's City Club, 15 West 
Mount Vernon Place, Baltimore, Md. 
Communications regarding the convention 
should be addressed to Florence Elizabeth 
Kennard, secretary, 1701 Linden avenue, 
Baltimore, Maryland. 

Reservations for the luncheon, at 55 
cents a cover, should be made with Mrs. 
M. H. Rollman, 2802 Southern avenue 


(telephone, Hamilton 0877-J), Baltimore, 


Maryland. 
Reservations for the dinner, at 85 
cents a cover, should be made with Rose 
Zetzer, 110 East Lexington street, Balti- 
more, Maryland. 

Reservations for both luncheon and din- 
ner should be made by Saturday, April 29. 


__ Gives Equal Rights Lectures 

AT UNA LEE, former director of activi- 
ties at the National headquarters of 
the Woman’s Party, who returned last 
September to her home in Puerto Rico, 
recently gave two lectures in Puerto Rico 
on the international work of the Woman’s 
Party. The lectures were given before the 
Insular Branch of the American Associa- 
tion of University Women and the Poly- 
technic Institute in San Juan. 

At the instigation of Muna Lee, Teresa 
Amadeo has agreed to organize a Wom- 
an's Party group among the women stu- 
dents at the University of Puerto Rico. 

Miss Lee also represented the Woman's 
Party and made a plea for Equal Rights 
at a tea given on March 26 in honor of 
Puerto Rico's one woman legislator. 


Mrs. Kellicott Honor Guest 


HE Baltimore City Branch of the Na- 
tional Woman's Party, of which Mrs. 
J. William Funck is president, has in- 
vited Mary H. Kellicott to speak on Cur- 
rent Events at its next meeting on April 
25 at 2 P. M. at 19 West Chase street. 
Mrs. Charles W. Rhine will be the 
hostess of the afternoon. 


DAY PRINTING COMPANY 
PUBLICATIONS AND BOOKS 


600 East Lombard Street 
Baltimore, Md. 
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